REMARKS 

Claim 1 was found objectionable because of the word "and" at the end of line 9. This has 
been corrected above. 

Claim 19 was found objectionable because of a spelling error in line 7, i.e. "as decried". 
This has been corrected above. 

Claims 1-20 were rejected under 35 USC 102 based on Anuff et al Applicants 
respectfully traverse this rejection based on the following. Claim 1 recites the step of forming a 
page address from the names of said database and said form. This is not taught or even 
suggested by Anuff et al. Rather, Anuff et al. disclose: 

"Typically, each segment of information that can be accessed at once, e.g. file, is referred 
to as a web page, and has an associated network address. Thus, by entering a particular 
address in a browser application, the user is presented with one page of information that 
is stored at a particular server." Column 3 lines 17-22, 

Thus, Anuff et al. disclose use of a "particular address" to reference a web page, but do not 
disclose or even suggest that the address is formed from the names of the database and form as 
recited in claim 1. Therefore, the rejection under 35 USC 102 should be withdrawn. 

Independent claims 6, 1 1 and 19 distinguish over Anuff et al. for the same reasons that 
independent claim 1 distinguishes thereover. 

Claims 2-5, 21 depend on claim 1, claims 7-10, 22 depend on claim 6 and claims 12-18, 
23 depend on claim 11, and therefore, distinguish over Anuff et al. for the same reasons as claim 
1 distinguishes thereover. 

In addition, new claim 2 1 which depends on claim 1 also recites that the configuration 
document includes a field for a content manager to specify a number of columns to present data 
on said page, and further comprising the step of the content manager specifying the number in 
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said field. (This is described in the Detailed Description on page 4 lines 6-10 and illustrated in 
Figures 2A and 6A.) This is not taught or even suggested by Anuff et al. and is an additional 
reason for allowance of claim 21. New claim 22 which depends on claim 6, and new claim 23 
which depends on claim 11, similarly distinguish over Anuff et al. 

In addition to the foregoing deficiencies of Anuff et al, Applicants submit the enclosed 
Rule 131 Declaration to swear behind the filing date of Anuff et al. 

Based on the foregoing, Applicants request that the present patent application as amended 
above, be allowed. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: /foH^f 

Telephone: 607-429-4368 
Fax No.: 607-429-4119 




Arthur Samodovitz 
Reg. No. 31,297 
Attorney for Applicants 
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